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Experiment 1 : CITY-SIZE ESTIMATION
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TABLE 1
Four cases (out of 97) where participants showed a significantly positive correlation
(Spearman’s rho, one-tailed) between the ordinally arranged reaction times and the
rank order of the true city sizes in Experiment 1

Condition Participants Cities n rho p
B26 Accuracy German Swiss 7/ 75 .026
735 Time pressure Swiss Swiss 34 41 .008
743 Accuracy Swiss German 20 .39 .043
B10 Time pressure German German 52 25 .038

n = Number of cities with inferred city size.

TABLE 2
Mean correlations (Spearman’s rho) between ordinally arranged reaction times and
rank order of true city sizes for each of the eight experimental conditions in
Experiment 1 (tested with one-sample t-tests against zero)

C N Participants Cities rho p
1 13 German German .01 47
2 8 German Swiss —.04 .39
3 14 Swiss Swiss .08 .08
4 13 Swiss German —.06 18
5 12 German German —.08 13
6 8 German Swiss —.06 .36
7 14 Swiss Swiss —.04 18
8 15 Swiss German .06 15

N = Number of participants with at least five cases of inferred city size. C = Conditions 1 -4
under time pressure; 5—8 without time pressure (accuracy).



